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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strect, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from Jooking for a job or affordable housing 1o staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, ymmediately hasraing millions of
Latinos and other consumers pationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sct affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior ¢itizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Iess affordable. Pleasse
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. -

Sincerely,
Ribre dlre « T

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senatar Hredebus o
Senator Joh~ 4,-7-,17,1

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC js considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particulasly those on fixed incomes or those -
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consnmers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

lock out for consumers and refuse to impgse new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sinc

ces: Commissioner Mich
Commissioner Kathjeen Abema
Commissioner Kevi in
Commissioner Jonathar Adelstei
Senator Hoezebison
Senator \%‘Zﬂ_ Aosr ,urn’

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
tonch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consurners nationwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the Iarge, local
telephone companies 1o collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
laok out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
SEerviCces,

Sincerely, P /) | |
e ke San frdons TY

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator chicrn.
Senator \%A-'l ('a-r A

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Cormmunications Commission
445 | 2th Swreet, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Poweli:

Military personuel stationed in the 1).S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost
telecommunications services 10 keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service
men and women stationed worldwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying *“in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set,
affordable rates.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel
could, quite literally, be left without aceess to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep
their loved ones within reach.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards for our scrvice men and women. Please look out for our
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

- {‘ 3
S pni
ccs: Commissiener Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsiein

Senator ,&zz- Hidhisr

Senator_plla. (Ts7nin
Congressperson ’7
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Doacket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day 1asks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the Jarge, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services subsiantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner JOnaxhan Adclste in
Senator
Senator. 75

Con g:-ess;!erson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose hew access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 10 increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to apy price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haif of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service ¢osts as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply fing it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests over corparate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

o~

Sincerely,

C~ C{a‘ ?G&Cﬁ% (owo “TeresS

_r
ccs:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jopathan Adelstein
Senator /

.
Senator, jg lor ,.7,1,

Congressperson



07/13/2004 11:58 FAX

dold

July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.'W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in_
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particular]y those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephome service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sct affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a rcsult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers -
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

Ces:

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Mé‘.tsarv

Senator 7z &frn7 P

Congressperson

Commissioner Michael Copps WN@W
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michac] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for & variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
— to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to rcgular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps ‘
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Cotmmissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator M cleson.

Senator | 7 dsvrniyn

Congressperson

@o1s
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S'W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Minoritics, Jow-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
—to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards i Increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they arc an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large loca) telephone
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can Jeast afford to
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely, )
MU ondol SIvoL
TEYXAS

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioper Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator m%
Senator -7 eo_,,,,y n

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairmman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. §3-133
Dear Chairman Powell,

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Minoritics, low-income families, senior citizens, irnmigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a Jarge deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
— 1o make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and fisends. These cards offer convenietice and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consurnerss literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it,

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these servicgs. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

(b Prend o)

ccs: K)mmlssmner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathieen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissipner 6z'zithm:t Adelstein
Senator Zﬁz" cfzz{m
Senator_ 7, darrp(f-l

Congressperson

Sincerely,
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 ]12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid cailing cards. If you
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals 10 stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already bolding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
houscholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for cousumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

_,\2%/ .y g 24/5/;1422’79 //)Z

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Comrmissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senaior Md{ P

Senator Gorratn
Congressperson ;
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chajrman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Sgreet, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairmman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely npon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates,
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As ayesult, prépaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the wtility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card o a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
Jook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid callieg card
SE€rvices,

Sincerely,
. 7T/
\ _ggﬂ\fz/u‘/ W/’v - JQW

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator }ﬂd‘cﬁ}‘m
Senator Tz kn (!O‘fﬂyfl

Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upen services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option availdble — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Iocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
custormer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

SETVICES,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Mdﬂ(gan
Senator b (b ranesin

Congressperson

Sincerely,

@o20
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S'W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable bousing to staying in
touch with family and ftiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.,

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Maoy Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary 10 subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 10 stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~ without them, many comsumers
could, quite literally, be left without access 1o telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harmn individuals who can least afford price increases.

Tmposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Jess affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

MUAWQ - T&m%

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Xathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator /ﬁq’zﬁ{m

Senator __7p, Coﬂ»?(n

Congressperson



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powsll

Federal Cornmunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not i impose new access charpes and foes upon prepaud calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. '

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre«paid calling cards; ‘
approximately 43% of Latino households nse them. Indeed, hatf of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because
they save consumers money.

With pas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income ¢onsumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, maxny low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon propaid service because they cannot
megt the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use theése cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule maay of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficianics of such
charpes. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

issioner I\rhchael Copps
issioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commnsszoner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairroan Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12ih Street, S W. -

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particnlarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households nse them. Indeed, balf of the houscholds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canmot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting & phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
Jobs, hunt for bouses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over carporate gain by keeping
affordable preprid calling cards 3 priority. .

Sincerel
ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comrynissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
Congressperson

Ivd ve-21
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chainnan Michael Fowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S, W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvaataged individuals to stay in touch in their conunumt!es

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are O prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs ag well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incornes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannat
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make ¢alls fror payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “comected™ as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affardable prepaid calling cards a priority.

ces:  Commissioner Michagl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

Sincerely,

82007 XVd ¥€:2T 700Z/¢1/L0



Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

_The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards, Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino comununity is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;

approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
- below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because

they save consumers money, ' ’

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shonld
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becanse they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist npon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoaes or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use thege cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have,

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for conswmer interests over corporate gain by heeping
affordable prepaid calling cards s priority. .

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner X.evin Martin .
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michae! Powell

Federal Comumunications Commission
445 12th Street, S)W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. ¥you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals 1o stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino houssholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixtd and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particnlar, many low-income
households who are on foxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot |
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we =il have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Same of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC shonld stand up for consamer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

¢cs:  Commissioner opps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner K evin Martin
* Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairmhan Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should nat impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. ]'_fyou'
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch i in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensmve 1o any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cayds a pnnnty

VB Dol

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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Taly 10, 2004

Chairman Michuel K, Powell

Federal Conununications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T am writing 10 add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, ¥ implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want [o target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
diais a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- [et’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someohe in Virginia. Curent rules, as well as comimon sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginta.
Both calls are subject to interstare access charges because there is a ¢all to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as « single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant ia-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. Itis
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. '

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairmang Michael K. Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 [2th Streel, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Poweil:

['am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will resull in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ {or consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies wint Lo turget those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “plaiform” in another state -« let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person, The caller then
dials the telephone sumber of someone in Virgimia. Current rules, as well as common gense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they ¢an levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

[ am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 10 protect their customers’ intezests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

om this issue.
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ces: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Sepator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Comrmunications Comrmission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 26554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Deur Chairman Powell:

1 am writing (¢ add my voice 10 the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to ¢ircumvent cusrent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calting card. If chey succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
ratzs — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you 10 keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform™ in another state -- ler’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 2 company, pon-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comamon sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia (o Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companics want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
stale access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveuway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers aond show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincetely,

Vowsa &t lally. - /79

cs:  Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsteln
Senator
Senator



Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Comumunications Cornmission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to fforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
tates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free pumber, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska, From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current roles, as well as common senss, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access churges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want o treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no retationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rismg for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I'am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now lime ftor the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
o this issue.

¢ g -

ces: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Aberpathy
Commissioner Michael I. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commniissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chalrmun Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they sueceed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
exarople, is connected to a “'plarform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message abotit & company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as commeon sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell compunies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 1o charge consumers,

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four lurge
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calting cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers” interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

o this issue.

Sincerely,
ces:  Commissiong ¢n Q. Abernathy
Commissione 2] J. Copps

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jopathan 8. Adelstein
Senator

Senator



